Lodging and boarding were well established housing options which played an important economic and social role in early twentieth century cities, yet there has been little academic study of the phenomenon in an Irish context. For many people arriving to Dublin in search of work, as well as for adults who were not in a position to establish a separate household, lodging was an important accommodation choice. Offering lodgings was also economically beneficial to householders. Drawing on a range of sources, including census returns, city electoral rolls, newspaper and other archival sources, the demographic and socio-economic profile of lodgers and the households in which they resided is examined. A wide variety of arrangements and durations of lodging is revealed for the period centred on the 1911 census, suggesting that this form of accommodation appealed to a diverse range of individuals due to their economic or family circumstances, or need for mobility.
accommodation to non-family members within the family home, is a common occurrence which has been studied for a wide range of periods and locations. 6 To date, however, it has received only passing mention in an Irish setting, and this article begins to address that
absence. Lodging appears to have provided a common answer to many very different questions.
For example, what were the housing choices for migrants who arrived to the city in search of employment?
In particular, what options were available to those who were adult, single and of limited means? What happened to individuals who, due to sheer poverty, were unable to set up their own households, or to even fairly well-to-do individuals without the protection of a family? These questions are explored in this article, which reveals the very different worlds of lodging across the early twentieth-century city.
Despite its prevalence, the practice of lodging was seen as socially difficult, particularly in middle-class circles. Davidoff has described the English case where 'on the part of both lodger and householder, it [lodging and boarding] came to be considered a necessary evil and a sign of the loss of genteel status'. She cites the 'ambiguous, mostly negative' reactions to the practice in memoirs, novels and official reports. This is also are reused, while the sugar is kept under lock and key, provide a sense of what day-to-day existence might have been like for lodgers and boarders in Dublin.
In examining the role of lodging in the city, a number of key questions arise. To what degree were such living arrangements temporary and transitory or long term and stable? 12 Were lodgers generally in-migrants to the city or people at a particular stage of the life-cycle, as Davidoff suggests? 13 It is impossible to answer such questions using the census alone, but by combining a number of sources it becomes possible to tease out some of the issues. The available sources used to uncover Dublin's lodger stories include the 1911 census returns, which are available online in a searchable format; the digitised electoral rolls for Dublin city, Before exploring the situation in Dublin, definitional issues and a brief overview of lodging at a national level are presented. In this article, both aggregate statistics and specific examples are used to examine the lodger phenomenon and the value and limitations of the available sources. The final section examines some suburban case studies, focusing on the neighbouring areas of Drumcondra and Glasnevin on the north side of the city, where lodger voters were especially prevalent. The evidence suggests that lodging was important to emerging lower-middle class households in the early twentieth century, playing a key role in the suburban economy.
Defining Lodgers
In definitional terms, it is difficult to disentangle the lodger and boarder. 15 The basic census unit was taken to be the family, reflecting an evolving narrative from the nineteenth century whereby the family, and the private home, was increasingly seen as 'an idealized refuge, a world of its own with a higher moral value than the public realm'. 16 The convention was adopted in the census that boarders were part of the family of the occupier, where they shared a common table with the family and paid for their subsistence and lodging. By contrast, lodgers (who did not eat with the family) were to be counted as single families with their own separate census schedule. 17 However, it was recognised by the Registrar General that enumerators confused the two and were generally inconsistent in applying these terms. 18 In practice, other than dining arrangements, there may not have been much difference between lodging and boarding with a family. Certainly, newspaper advertisements of the period frequently give prospective tenants the option either to pay for 'board' or 'dine out', suggesting that there was no great distinction made within the family home. Similarly, census returns show both 'boarders' and 'lodgers' residing at the same address.
A variety of dwelling forms existed under the broad heading of boarding and lodging.
Most of the examples discussed here relate to individuals residing in a private family dwelling, as lodgers, boarders or what were euphemistically referred to as 'paying guests'.
The distinction between a private family receiving one or a small number of lodgers and a premises which could be described as a 'boarding house' or 'private hotel' is somewhat blurred, as demonstrated below. Other lodgers subsisted in a variety of more institutional surroundings, both in the common lodging houses and their charitable counterparts. Given the ambiguity in the use of the terms 'boarder' and 'lodger' which is evident from the various sources, the term 'lodger' will be used hereafter as a blanket term to refer to all sub-tenants, except in cases where the varied terminology is particularly meaningful.
Lodgers frequently occupied the margins, in terms of their appearance in the pages of history and its sources, and often too in terms of their social status. 19 The census of population provides one of the rare points in the Irish historical record where they become visible. The 1911 census defined occupants of each dwelling on the basis of their relationship to the 'head of household', with 'lodger' or 'boarder' among the permitted responses.
According to the 1911 census, there were 15,573 lodgers and 98,622 boarders across the island of Ireland, or 2.6 per cent of the entire population, almost two-thirds of whom were male. Distinct geographical variations in the proportion of lodgers and boarders (combined) at a county level, however, point to the largely urban nature of this form of occupancy. Table 1 lists the ten counties with the highest proportion of boarders and lodgers relative to the overall population of that county. It is immediately apparent that Dublin county, which includes the city area, ranks first, immediately followed by county Antrim, which included most of Belfast city. Relatively speaking, boarders and lodgers appear to be less significant in the other large urban areas. Whereas Cork city and county accounted for almost 9 per cent of the island's population, it was marginally under-represented in terms of lodgers and boarders, with just 8.4 per cent of the island's total. The counties with the lowest proportion of boarders and lodgers relative to their overall population were generally the most rural counties, predominantly along the western seaboard. The other accommodation option available for the poorest classes was the 'common lodging house', also known as doss-houses or 'low' lodging houses. These establishments provided accommodation on a nightly basis and they excited great public concern due to the prevalence of overcrowding and the perceived moral dangers which they encapsulated. 24 thirteen-roomed house had seventeen occupants, of whom twelve were boarders (eleven male and one female). These boarders were generally of a higher social standing than those residing with Mrs Barrett a decade previously, including a veterinary student, insurance agent, 'traveller' (commercial salesman) and an individual 'of independent means'. 30 Of her four surviving children, two were engaged in well-respected lower middle-class occupations including a national school teacher and solicitor's clerk. 31 By making her home into a business, Catherine Barrett could balance income and childcare needs, successfully raising her family and achieving a small degree of upward mobility in the process. 33 Young women arriving from the countryside, while not as numerous as their male counterparts, were perceived as being endangered by life in the immoral, vice-ridden city. As a result, a number of societies were established to meet young girls and provide them with somewhere to lodge until they could find their own accommodation. 34 These institutions were specific in their aims -they distinguished themselves from those providing accommodation for 'penitents' (generally in Murray and his wife to choose lodging over establishing their own home. In other cases, the married individual, usually male, appears to be living away from family. This may be due to the nature of their work, but it is also possible that lodging was used in cases of marital breakdown.
Just inside the city boundary, Baggot Street Lower, according to the 1910 Thom's directory, was occupied by a substantial number of medics and dentists, but also offered select lodgings under various descriptions: 'furnished apartments' (3) or simply 'apartments'
(1), 'private hotel' (4), 'furnished lodgings' (1), 'paying guests' (1), 'private boarding house'
(1). 43 Despite the varied terminology used in the directory, the census returns suggest that there was little, if any, distinction between these types of accommodation. There was no one 'type' of individual who became a lodger. Instead, as this discussion has illustrated, Dublin had a diversity of lodgers from across the social spectrum.
Their geographical spread reflects the broader socio-economic structure of the city, as lodgers tended to find accommodation with others of similar backgrounds. article considers lower middle-class families in newer suburbs such as Drumcondra, who appear to have relied on lodgers to supplement their income and facilitate the rental or even purchase of respectable homes.
Suburban Lodgers in Drumcondra and Glasnevin
The newly-emerging neighbouring suburbs of Drumcondra and Glasnevin were brought under the jurisdiction of Dublin Corporation at the start of the twentieth century. Suburban development had taken off in the 1870s, and new housing was still under construction at the time of the 1911 census. The area was an emerging and aspiring suburb, mixed in terms of religious affiliation and social character, but predominantly lower middle-class. For accommodation providers in the newer suburbs, having lodgers could be an economic necessity which made house purchase or employing servants possible.
From 1898, lodgers became entitled to vote in local elections, once they had reached the minimum age of 21 (for men) or 30 (for women), and provided they were lodging for more than twelve months at the same address, in accommodation valued at 4s weekly (£10 yearly). However, no actual payment of rent was necessary in order to claim the lodger vote. 54 The Dublin City Electoral Rolls reveal that the lodger electorate was very distinctive 'best situation' in 1906 for £1000, or £525 for one. 61 The attractions mentioned in these early advertisements included hot baths, while an advertisement for the letting of 9 Hollybank
Road in 1895 noted that this seven-roomed house was 'airy, dry', had a good garden, its bathroom was 'self-supplying', it had 'splendid sewerage' and the sanitation was 'perfect'.
The rental was £40 per annum.
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The framing of these advertisements suggests that most of the Hollybank Road houses
were not sold to owner-occupiers, but rather purchased by investors who then let them to tenants. In turn, some of these tenants began to engage in various sub-tenancy arrangements, by taking in lodgers, to supplement their incomes or pay the rent. Some of the houses may have been occupied by the investors, however. By the turn of the twentieth century, aspiring home owners could avail of a range of sources of funding for their house purchase, through building societies, banks and insurance companies. 63 A further stimulus was provided by the Small Dwellings Acquisition Act 1899, which enabled local authorities to advance loans for the purchase of existing houses (below a specified cost). 64 This legislation was to prove significant in the shifting pattern of housing tenure in Ireland over the course of the century which followed its introduction. 65 It is possible that some of those households taking in boarders or lodgers were stretching their means in order to undertake a house purchase. 64 The ceiling purchase price of houses qualifying for loans under the Small Dwellings Acquisition Act 1899 was initially set at £400, while up to four-fifths of the money could be advanced. These details were subsequently amended on several occasions beginning with the Housing ( respectively (for two semi-detached houses with possession). 73 Based on these figures, the considerable financial contribution made to household income by lodgers becomes clear.
Data from the electoral rolls shows that typical payments for board and lodging ranged from 5s per week up to 30s, with a median of 12s per week (i.e. over £31 per annum). 74 Even with only one lodger present in a household, and allowing for costs such as food and other services, the additional income provided was substantial in relation to rent or mortgage At nearby 225 Clonliffe Road, the electoral rolls show that, between them, four male lodgers paid their widowed landlady a total of 42s weekly (for board and lodgings in three cases and 74 This analysis is based on 'true' lodgers identified by combining the electoral rolls and census returns. It excludes those lodger voters who were related family members on the basis that the information provided may be as bogus as their claim for the franchise.
'room only' in the fourth). Her weekly earnings, therefore, would have exceeded those of a skilled building worker of the same period.
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Widows were particularly dependent on lodgers to supplement their incomes. Almost one-fifth of widowed heads of household in Drumcondra ward received lodgers in 1911.
However, many other household types were involved in sub-tenancy arrangements, suggesting that lodging was relatively common and that a great variety of forms of the practice existed. On Hollybank Road, for example, lodgers had the same occupation as heads of households and were employees, others came from the same rural location as heads of households, while others may have been distantly related. The households were sometimes headed by widows or single females, or by young childless couples, and sometimes comprised families of older, unmarried siblings. There was no one 'typical' lodger, in terms of age or occupation, nor was there a 'typical' host household.
In an area such as Drumcondra, and other similar suburbs, lodgers provided an important additional source of household income. It has also been mooted that the keeping of servants could be related to the lodger phenomenon. . 76 The 1911 census shows that servants made up almost two-fifths of the female labour force in Dublin, many of them in the suburban wards (38.2%). Although there was a significant fall in the number of women in this sector when compared with 1881, there were still 11,611 women described as 'indoor servants' in the city. This reliance on domestic help is unsurprising given that even the most modern houses built around the turn of the century were difficult to manage. A live-in 'general' or a daily charwoman eased the burden of the constant cleaning important in a city fuelled by smoky coal fires and where older houses lacked a running water supply. See McManus, 'Suburban and urban housing', p. 258.
respectable, are obliged to keep "paying guests" or lodgers, and of necessity a servant: but a cap and apron do not make a servant….
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The assertion of the letter writer that industrial schools and reformatories were an important source of domestic servants has been demonstrated by Mona Hearn. 78 However, the evidence linking servants to 'respectable' individuals who kept lodgers in order to pay the rent is far less clear cut. In one case at Clonliffe Road in Drumcondra, a married sorting clerk in the GPO with two children, on an annual wage of approximately £146, was able to employ a young general servant because the family kept a boarder which gave them a higher income.
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By contrast, a neighbour and colleague with a larger family was unable to keep a servant.
However, Hearn's work suggests that income was only one indicator of the likelihood of keeping a servant, as social class was the single most important factor affecting their employment. This analysis of the Drumcondra ward has not determined a correlation between the presence of servants and lodgers. Although it was sometimes the case that households with lodgers also had live-in servants, this by no means the norm. It appears more likely that the additional income derived from lodgers went towards rent or mortgage payments as well as general household expenses.
Detailed analysis of the Drumcondra electoral rolls casts some doubt on the validity of those registered to vote under the lodger franchise. There are numerous cases where the 'lodgers' share a surname with their landlord, which suggests that they were not genuine lodgers, but rather were adult family members who could not otherwise qualify to vote as they were not householders. When the 1911 electoral rolls were correlated with the census returns for that year, some 324 individuals were found at the specified address (of a total of 485 registered lodger voters). Of these, just over one fifth were 'bona fide' lodgers (67 81 An examination of 535 registered lodger voters in the eight wards on the southside of the city in 1910, identified over two-fifths as family members, while over one-quarter could not be found at that address in the census returns. 82 While allowance must be made for population movement, the frequent difficulty in identifying lodger voters in the census returns points to potential electoral fraud, which calls the accuracy of the electoral rolls into question. 83 The overwhelming dominance of the newer suburbs within the lodger franchise for the city is more an indication of a politicised group asserting their (doubtful) right to vote, rather than a sign of exceptionally high levels of semi-permanent (i.e. in residence for more than one year) lodgers. Unfortunately, therefore, the rich detail provided in the electoral rolls on type and cost of accommodation must be treated with caution. While it is quite likely that individuals For women without the protection of a male relation (including widows, deserted wives and never-married women), offering lodgings was a safe, respectable means of earning a living which could, where necessary, be combined with raising a family. The economic benefits of taking a lodger could be considerable, as demonstrated for Drumcondra, where the typical annual income from just one lodger was broadly equivalent to the rent for a reasonable suburban dwelling. It is likely that offering lodgings was a useful supplement which contributed to mortgage repayments, as in the modern-day 'rent a room' tax relief scheme. Unfortunately, sufficient data is not currently available to test these assumptions more fully.
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